ditions Whereby it mlght have become contammated w1th ﬁlth. The article o

- was-labeled in part: “Tom’s cakes,” “Nugent’s Quahty Cakes or. “Betsy Ross e R
» \Cake » - i

) ‘On’ February 15, 1943, a plea of nolo contendere having been entered on behalf:»,
. -of the-defendant, the court imposed a fine of $100 on the first. count and . sus-

i pended sentence on the remaining counts and placed ‘the defendant on probation
. for a period of 2 years on condition that it comply with all laws relatmg to food

' productlon and all reasonable regulations pertaining thereto. .

4535, Adulteraﬁon ‘of pies and cakes, U. S, v, Dudley L. Dortch, Sy aml George

Portch (Dortch Baking Co.). Pleas of nolo contendere. Fines, 850
agamst each defendant. (F. D. C. No, 7234. Sample Nos. 29739~E 70004-E to
70008—E, incl., 70112-E to 70119-E, incl.)

On June 25, 1942, the United States attorney for the Northern D1str1ct of '
Georgla filed an information against Dudley L. Dortch, Sr., and George A: Dortch,
trading as Dortch Baking Co. at Atlanta, Ga., alleging shipment within the period:
from on -or about August 14 to September 24 1941, from the State of Georgia
into the States of North Carolina, Florida, and Kentucky of quantities of pies
and cakes that were adulterated in that ‘they consisted.in whole or in part of .

. filthy substances, and in that they had been prepared under insanitary condi-
tions whereby they might have become contaminated with filth. The. articles .
were labeled in.part: “Dorteh’s Ukaneata Sandwich Cake Snow Bidll,” “Lemon
Cream,” “Fig Club,” “Toasted Cocoanut Snow Ball, » Cocoanut Butter Cream,”
“Raisin,” “Orange Blossom,” “Bestovall Giant Chocolate Marshmallow Pie,”

“Dortch’s Nifty Lunch,” “Sugar Pie,” “Mello Bar,” or “Sandwich Pie.” : .

On March 5; 1943, pleas of nolo contendére having been- entered the court .
1mposed a fine of $50 against each defendant.

.

4536. Adulteration of cakes and candies. U. 8. v, Prem;lnm Candy and Bak'lng
Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. (F. D. C. No. 7716, Sample -
.Nos. 70477-E, 70688—E 70689—E)

“ On November 27, 1942, the United States attorney for the Hastern Dlstnct of
North Carolina ﬁled an information against the Premium Candy and Baking
‘Corporation, Fayetteville, N. C., allegmg shipment on or about May 8, 9, and 21,

+ 1942, from the State of North ‘Carolina into the State of South Carohna of
"~ quantities - of cakes and ecandies that were adulterated. The articles were'
labeled in part: “Premium Toastie Bar,” “Rainbow Bar,” “Premium- Cocoanut
- Brittle Bar,” “Premium Stick,” “Cakes-and Cookies, * * ' * Blue Ribbon Bak-
ing Co., Fayetteville, N. _C” ‘The articles were alleged to be adulterated in.
- that they consisted in whole or in part of filthy substances, and in that they ‘had
been prepared under insanitary conditions whereby they might. have become '
contaminated with filth. '

On March 15, 1943, a plea of guﬂty liaving been ‘entered on behalf of the :

defendant the court 1mposed a fine of $100

‘4537, Adulteration of cookies. U. S, v. 65 Cartons of Coo]des. Default decree of
: condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 83844, Sample No. 13218-F.)
On September 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western District of
- Washington filed a libel against 65 cartons of cookies at Seattle, Wash., alleging
that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about August
15, 1942, by Gibson Made Products Ine., from Los Angeles, Calif., and charging
that they were adulterated in that they consisted in whole or in part of a filthy
~ substance, and in that they had been prepared under insanitary conditions where-
. by they may have become contaminated. with filth. The articles were labeled
in part: (Cartons) * ‘Hits’ Iced Jumbles.” '
. ..On May 17, 1943, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnatmn was
- entered and the product was ordered destroyed

4538. Adulteration of coolnes. . U, 8. v. 19 Cases of Coekies. Default decree of
' destruction.  (F. D. C. No. 9056. Sample Nos. 447T5-F to 4477-F, incl.)

" On December 21, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western ‘District of
Kentucky filed a libel against 19 cases, each full case containing 24 bags, of
cookies at Louisville, Ky., alleging that the articles had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about November 19 and December 4, 1942, by the Gilt Edge
- Bakéry Products, Inc., from Cincinnati, Ohio; and charglng that they were adul-
. terated in that they cons1sted in whole or "in part of a filthy substance, and
/in that they had been prepared under msanitary conditions whereby they might
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;have become contaminated with filth. The. articles. were: labeled in part:”
“Vanilla Wafers,” “Patsy Ann ’.Doasted Oatmeal Cookies 24 for 10¢,” or: “Super“
. Value Patsy Ann Cookies.” - -
" On February. 2, 1948, no cla1mant having appeared Judgment was enterel
ordering that the product be destroyed. . :

4539, Misbranding of cookies. U. S. v. Rebecea. Golden (Fashion Ba.kers). Plea
of guilty. Fine, $600.. (F. D. C No 8797 Sa.mple Nos. 18688——F to 18690—F
incl 22622-F, 29045—F.)

On May 11, 1943, the United States attorney for the Eastern Dlstrict of New ‘
York filed an" information against Rebeéea Golden, trading as Fashion Bakers,
Brooklyn, N. Y., alleging shipment within the period from on or about October 7
to’ November 19 1942, from the State of New York into the States of Connecticut,
Georgia, and Pennsylvama ‘of quantities of cookies that were misbranded. - Por-
tions of the articles were labeled in part: (Boxes) “Charlevoix Assortment by
Fashion Bakers, Brooklyn, N. Y.” “Banquet Home Made Assortment 14 Oz.
Net,” “Petit Fours™ * * * 14 ()z Net,” or “French Butter [or “Better”’] Cook-
ies * * * .12 Oz Net.” The remainder bore a sticker label with the 1ngre-
dient statement and weight, i. e., “2%% Lbs. Net Wt.” '

The articles were alleged to be misbranded in that they were in package form
and their labels did not beat an accurate statement of the quantity of the con-
tents in terms of weight. They were alleged to be misbranded further in.that
the statements “2.Lbs. Nt. Wt.,” “14 Oz. Net,” “214 Lbs. Net Wt.,” and “12 Oz.
Net,” borne on the labels, were false and m1s1ead1ng since the packages contained
less than the amounts declared. - :

The Charlevoix Assortment and the French “Butter” and “Better” cookies
were alleged to be mlsbranded further in that their containers were so made,
formed, and filled as_to be misleading, since the. container of the Charlevoix -
"'Assortment had unnecessarily thick walls and-the containers of both assortments
had cellophane windows which showed certain sections which were well filled, .
while those.sections of the containers that were not visible through the cellophane
‘windows were not well filled, with the result that the purchasers would obtain
smaller amounts of cook1es than they were led to, believe were contained in the

ackages .
. The 16t bearing the st1cker label only was alleged to be misbranded further in
that its container (tin) was so made, -formed, and filled as to be mlsleadmg
since by the use of excessive paper packing the’ tins contained fewer cookies than
the purchasers would be led to believe were present in the tins by their outward
appearance. -
. On June 2, 1943, the defendant having entered a plea of guilty, the court imposed
a fine of $600.
MISCELLANEOUS CEREAL PRODUCTS

4540, Adulteration and mlsbranding of Egg Fusﬂhni U. S. v, Silvio .Bernaudo
(Impero Fusilli Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $1,000; and 4 months in jail
on count 1, sentence suspended on remalnlng 7 counts, and defendant
‘placed on probation for 2 years. (F. D C No. 8756.. Sample Nos. 17024-F,
17826-F to 17828-F, incl.) .

On April 8, 1943, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of New
York filed an informatmn agamst Silvio Bernaudo, trading as the Impero Fusilli
Co., at Brooklyn, N. Y., alleging shipment within the period from on or about
J ul37 9 to September 2, 1942 from the State of New York into the State of New -
Jersey of quantities of ahmentary paste that was adulterated and misbranded.
The article was labeled in part: “Impero Made from No. 1 Semolina, Fusﬂluu
All’uovo Egg Fusillini Made with pure Fresh Eggs ”
~ The article was alleged to be adulterated (1) in that egg, a valuable constltuent :
of egg alimentary paste, had been in part omitted ;. (2) in that artificially colored
- alimentary paste, containing materially less egg sol1ds than egg alimentary paste
.should contain, had been substituted wholly or in part for egg alimentary. paste;
.(8) in that its inferiority had been concealed by the addition of artificial color,
which had been mixed or packed therewith so as to make it appear better and of
greater value than it was; and (4) in that it contained a. coal tar color other
. than one from a batch that had been certlﬁed in accordance with regulations as.
provided by law. . E

It was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the statements “Egg’* and
“All'uovo” were false and misleading, and (2) in that it contamed art1ﬁc1a1
coloring and did not bear labeling statmg that fact.



